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Sir: 



This Petition is filed along with the Request to Reinstate the Appeal for this case, 
and in particular requests the Group Director to order the examiner to respond with an 
Examiner's Answer so that this case may be forwarded to the Board of Appeals for 
adjudication in light of the following: 

1 . This application was filed on October 1 6, 2003 with claims 1 -1 2. 

2. In response to an Office Action dated January 2, 2008 finally rejecting all 
of the pending claims, a Notice of Appeal was filed on March 31, 2008. 
Subsequently a first Appeal Brief was filed on May 29, 2008. 

3. An Office Action dated August 19, 2008 reopened prosecution of the case 
by utilizing the same main reference, but rejecting the claims under 35 
U.S.C. 102(b) instead of a 35 U.S.C. 103(a) applied in the January 2, 
2008 final rejection Office Action. 



4. In response to the opening of the prosecution, a Request to Reinstate the 
Appeal was filed on November 10, 2008. A Notice of Appeal and a 
second Appeal Brief were filed with the Request to Reinstate th Appeal. 

5. An Office Action dated February 24, 2009 once again reopened 
prosecution of this case. In the latest Office Action, the main reference 
was combined with a new secondary reference for rejecting the claims 
under 35 U.S.C. 103(a). 

From the myriad Office Actions by the examiner, it appears to the applicant that 
the examiner is unnecessarily prolonging the prosecution of this case by repeated 
reopening the prosecution. 

With the concurrently being filed Notice of Appeal, a third Appeal Brief and 
Request to Reinstate this Appeal, Applicant hereby respectfully requests the director to 
exercise his supervisory authority to order the examiner to respond to the Appeal by an 
Examiner's Answer, so that the case will move forward to the Board of Appeals for an 
objective adjudication on the merits of this case. 



Respectfully submitted, 





Louis Woo, Reg. No. 31,730 
Law Offices of Louis Woo 
717 N Fayette Street 
Alexandria, VA 22314 
Ph: (703) 299-4090 
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